Basis for Amendments 

The applicant has amended Claim 1 to include in the 
description of the geared core winder locking system a geared 
core winder, as well as the donut-shaped locking piece. Basis 
for this amendment is throughout the application, particularly 
page 4, line 31 through page 5, line 25, page 15, line 15 
through page 16, line 26, and the Abstract. In addition, added 
to Claims 1 and 19 is a description of a mechanism wherein the 
locking pin when present in both the locking pin openings of 
the donut-shaped locking piece and the openings within the 
geared core winder prevents rotation of the donut-shaped 
locking piece in relation to the core winder . Basis for this 
amendment is on page 15, line 15 through page 16, line 26, and 
on page 18, line 24 through page 19, line 23. 
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Discussion 

The USPTO rejected Claims 19 - 20 under 35 U.S.C. §112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite. In response to this 
rejection, the applicants have amended Claim 19 to correct the 
antecedent basis in the claim. 

The USPTO also rejected Claims 1 - 2, 5, 7 - 8 and 19 -20 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Clements, U.S. 
Patent No. 2,193,619. Further, the USPTO rejected Claims 3-4 
and 6 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Clements 
in view of the admitted prior art in the application. 
Notwithstanding these rejections the USPTO acknowledged that 
Claims 9-18 are allowed. 

The applicant has discovered a new geared core winder with 
locking mechanism for use with core rolls, particularly for 
fabric materials, rugs, papers and other such products. This 
mechanism combines an unique locking mechanism with a 
conventional geared core winder. The locking mechanism, when 
utilized with the geared core winder and interconnected by use 
of a mechanism, such as the locking pins, restricts the 
rotation of the geared core winder in relation to the donut- 
shaped locking piece and also in relation to the shaft. Based 
on the amendments to the claims, the applicant respectfully 
asserts that the invention, as now claimed, is patentable. 
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While the applicant respectfully disagrees with the 
position that the invention is disclosed by Clements, applicant 
has amended the claims pursuant to the suggestion of the 
Examiner to overcome the rejection. In the discussion of the 
basis for the rejection and the response to the applicant's 
earlier argument, the Examiner asserted that ''applicant does 
not recite in the claims that the locking pins are used to 
prevent rotation of the donut-shaped locking piece in relation 
to a core winder." (Page 7) In order to incorporate the 
limitations suggested by the Examiner, the applicant has 
amended both Claim 1 and Claim 19 to include a limitation 
whereby the locking pin when present in both the locking pin 
openings of the donut-shaped locking piece and the openings in 
the geared core winder prevents rotation of the donut-shaped 
locking piece in relation to the geared core winder. Such 
structural arrangement is not disclosed by Clements and the 
amendments clearly distinguish the applicant's invention from 
the disclosure of Clements. 
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Conclusion 



Based on the amendments to Claims 1 and 19, and the 
acknowledged allowability of Claims 9-18, the applicant 
respectfully asserts that all claims of the application are now 
in condition for allowance and requests issuance of a Notice of 
Allowability. If there are any questions regarding this 
application or any of its claims, please contact applicant's 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being 
deposited with the United States Postal Service in an envelope 
addressed to Mail Stop Amendment, Commissioner for Patents, 
P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 
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